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tration of Justice,” In the Matter of ; and In the Matter of Panardos 
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._CURRENT TOPICS. 


AN ADDRESS ina’ the of law lectures 
classes of the Oo of ueation to the public is 
be delivered by the Lord Chief Justice in Lincoln’s-inn 
on Monday, the 28th of October, at 4.30 p.m. 





WE Ak pisposep to think that for a judge of advanced 
Mr. Justice Hawxivs—to use an expression very popular j 
now—did a “record day” at Queen’s Bench Chambers 
day last. He sat for seven from 10.30 till 5.30, 
any adjournment, and he heard and disposed of up 
ninety applications and appeals. Any one who knows w 
work of Judges Chambers is, will iate this 
a remarkable feat. During vacation the chamber work 
week is concentrated into one day, and the judge sits to 
of business for all divisions of court. a i 
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practical consideration by the meeting. In addition to these 
papers, there are two dealing with company questions, and two 
with county courts. 





THE Lone DELAY which has occurred in filling up the post of 
Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster may 
possibly be accounted for, to some extent, by the suggestions 
which have been urged by the Manchester Incorporated Law 
Association. One can hardly suppose that Lord James will 
consider it desirable to disregard requirements which are 

ed by local professional opinion as essential to the effi- 
cient conduct of the business of the court, especially when such 
requirements are obviously reasonable. That the court should 
sit for the same hours as the High Court judges sit in the 
Chancery Division is clearly desirable; that the judge should 
be readily accessible and able tu hold frequent sittings without 
the inconvenience of long journeys is also desirable, hence the 
suggestion made by the association that the judge should 
on within an easy distance of Manchester and Liverpool, 
and not in London. The further suggestion that ‘‘ the appoint- 
ment should be conferred upon someone of energetic tempera- 
ment, possessed of vigorous mental powers and of experience 
in chancery matters’ is also unimpeachable, although it is not, 
perhaps, quite usual to remind a lawyer exercising the right of 
appointment to a judicial post of the necessity for these qualifi- 
cations in his appointee. But here, in all probability, comes in 
Lord James’s dilemma. Supposing he has discovered a distin- 
guished chancery lawyer, possessed of ‘‘an energetic tempera- 
ment and vigorous mental powers,’ he may find that this 
pes is particularly unwilling to sever himself from his 
on friends and clubs and to seclude himself ‘‘ within an 
easy distance of Manchester and Liverpool.” It may be that 
Lord James will be compelled to choose between residence in 
Lancashire and “energetic temperament and vigorous mental 
powers,” and the question will then arise, which of these 
qualifications is the more essential. 





A morteacor of land, so long as he remains in possession of 
the land, is empowered by section 18 of the (ange wel gg An 
1881, to make such leases as are in ‘the section described. He 
can make, consequently, an agricultural or occupation lease for 
any term not exceeding twenty-one years, and a building lease 
for any term not exceeding ninety-nine years. But there is 
nothing in the section to intimate that where the lease he is 
granti of the authorized term he can give the 
lessee an option to take a further lease af the ond of the term, 
and in the recent case of Dundas ¥. Varasour (ate, p. 656) 
Kexewicu, J., decided that no such power exists. There a 
mortgegor, while in possession, granted a lease of shooting 
rights for one year with an option to the lessee to take a 
further lease for three years. The mortgagor ceased to be in 

ion during the currency of the year of the term granted, 
and it was held that the lessee’s option to have a further lease 
was not binding on the mortgagees. Apart from the fact that 
section 18 does not expressly authorize the granting of such an 
option, itis to be noticed that by sub-section (6) every lease 
made under the section is to reserve the best rent that can 
reasonably be obtained, and this is a matter which the mort- 
must leave himse!f free to sottle at the time when the lease 
! is getually granted. The case is us to that of a trustee 
for sale, who is not allowed to fetter the exercise of his dis- 


crétion at the time of sale by granting a lease with an option of 
P (Ocanie Steam Natipation Ce o—-Sutherberry 1¢-On_D. 
pequae imilar uy, under the Settled Land Act, 1882, a tenant for 
life was not au zed to gran Sase with an option of pur- 
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must be exercised f an agreed num years not 
exceeding ten, and the price, which is to be fixed at the time of 
the making of the lease, must be the best which, having regard 
to the rent reseryed, can be reasonably obtained. 


Kexewicu, J., lays it down that, in applying the rule in Re Zayl 
of Chesterfield (82 W. R. 361, 24 Oh. D. 648) as to the apportion. 
ment, as between capital and income, of the amount of an un- 
converted reversion, which has fallen in, interest ought now to 
reckoned at - jnstoad of at 4, percent. The learned judge, after 
verting to the fact that 4 per cent. has for generations been 
the ordinary rate of interest bie or allowed in the Chancery 
Division, observed that now “not only are trustees unable to 
obtain 4 percent . but ordinary investors, who are able 
and willing to go outside trust securities, but yet are determined 
not to be speculative, find it impossible to get more than 3 per 
cent.,” and, after further argument, he adopted the above rule, 
In regard to counsel’s objection that during much of the time 
that the reversion was outstanding 4 per cent. was readily 
obtainable, his lordship said that this was not a question 
of investment, but of the application of an arbitrary 
rule with reference to the rate of interest, and it was 
impossible to vary the rate according to circumstances ; it was 
necessary to take some one rate which was fair to tenant for life 
and remaindermen, having regard to the commercial rate of 
interest current among investors. The matter is, as the learned 
judge points out, of great importance to suitors in the Chancery 
ivision, and uniformity of practice is certainly desirable, and, 
it may be hoped not unobtainable. The rule is after all rather 
a rule of practice than of law, and, if arbitrary in the sense that 
every rule applied without regard to the varying facts of different 
cases is arbitrary, was nevertheless agreeable to the facts of 
general experience at the time of its adoption, and consequently 
loses its justification as a rule of convenience in proportion as it 
falls out of relation to the facts of actual experience. 





THE DISTINCTION appears to be somewhat fine between Broad- 
wood v. Granara (10 Exch. 417) and the recent decision oF the 
Court of Appeal in Robins § Co. v. Gray (ante, p. 734). The 
cases relate to the lien of an innkeeper for debts incurred by a 
guest upon goods brought by the guest totheinn. Inthe former 
case the guest was a musician, who stayed for some months 
at a hotel in Leicester-square, Daring his stay he arranged for 
the loan of a piano from Messrs. Broapwoop, and the piano was 
sent to the hotel. The hotel-keeper knew throughout that the 
piano was not the property of the guest, but belonged to Messrs. 
Broapwoop. When tise guest left, the hotel-keeper claimed a 
lien on the piano for the amount of his bill, but the Court of 
Exchequer (Potxock, 0.B., and Parke, Auperson, and Puarr, 
B.B.) held that the lien did not exist. The case, said Porzock, 
O.B., was not the case of goods brought to the inn by a 
traveller as his goods, either upon his coming fo or staying at 
the inn, but of goods furnished for his temporary use by a third 
person, and known by the innkeeper to belong to that person. 8o 
Parke, B., said it was the case of goods sent to the guest for a 
particular purpose, and known by the innkeeper to be the 
property of another person. The importance of the knowledge 
of the innkeeper was insisted upon also in Zhrelfall v. Borwick 
(20 W. R. 1032, L. R. 7 Q. B. 711), where again a piano was in 


a piano which he had hired of the plaintiff. The defendant 

ed _ it to be puest’s own property, and it was hell 
had a lien ; for the expenses of the guest. 
distinguished from Broadwood vy. Granara on the 
point of the hotel keeper’s ignorance of the true ownership. 


But according to Robins & Co. v. Gray the lien may exist 
although the innkeeper bases that the ods which the 
guest has with him are the goods of a third erson. ‘There 
fie plaintiffs -ware-tentors in sewing machines, and one GREEN 


was their traveller. Green, for the purposes of his business 
as such traveller, stayed at the defendant’s hotel, and, while 
there, sewing machines of the plaintiffs were sent to him. 
Before the goods were received at the hotel, the defendant was 
informed by the plaintiffs that the goods were theirs. Never- 
theless the defendant claimed a lien upon the goods for a 
debt contracted by Green, and the claim was allowed by 
Wits, J., and by the Court of Appeal. Tne knowledge of the 
innkeeper being thus immaterial, the most obvious of the 
grounds on which Broadwood y. Grenara was decided fails, Ic 

















Ju que case of Re Goodenough (ante, p. 656; 1895, 2 Ch. 537) 


was necessary, therefore, to determine whether there was any 


ae 2 sae ee a” sx 











question. The guest took with him to the defendant’s hotel , 
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distinction between the ‘‘ temporary” or “ particular” purpose 













































frag } for which the piano was sent to the hotel in that case, and thé 
u0a- purpose for which the sewing machines were sent in the present 
— case. No oma gen fore be laid on the word “‘ temporary,” 
. to for the sojourn of the guest also is but tempotary, and in each 
fter the goods were with the guest till the end of his stay. 
een And it would seem that equally little stress can be laid on the 
eo particular purpose. In neither case were the goods ordinary 
® to traveller's goods, but in each they were brought for a particular 
ble purpose, in the one for the particular pu of enabling the 
ned musician to exercise his art, in’ the other of enabling the 
ml commercial traveller to follow his calling. Still the Oourt of 
ule, Appeal drew a distinction, and the cases will stand for the 
le confusion of the law until the question is further considered. 
reed The substantial difference seems to be that in Robins & Co. v. 
ion Gray the guest was employed about the business of the plaintiffs, 
ary and he had the machines with him for the pur of that 
was | business. In Broadwood v. Granara the plaintifte had no such 
‘fe interest in sending the piano to the hotel. But this touches 
per upon the question of agency which has not been raised in this 
of connection. 
1ed 
“3 Tue Mancuester Law Association print in an appendix to their 
Wed report the following “ point of practice” :—Can a landlord 
hat recover from a tenant charges paid by him (the landlord) to his 
ant own solicitor for the preparation of an agreement for a yearly 
of tenancy, and is the charge for such ‘an agreement regulated by 
tly the scale prescribed in Schedule 1, page 2, of the General Order 
it under the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881? The last point is, 
of course, as the committee of the association say, covered by 
the recent decision in Re Negus (43 W. R. 68), that lease in 
writing for a term not exceeding three years at ck-rent, or 
sa un agreement Tor the same is_withio e 
wi munération Order. But on the first point the committee say 
he *. that ‘‘the liability of the tenant to pay the costs of preparing 
‘eo , an agreement depends upon the evidence of a custom 
ie that he should pay the costs of an agreement for a 
oa ™ tenancy from year to year, and this committee is not 
* prepared to say, that such a custom exists in this district.” We 
i should be glad te know on what authority the committee base 
19 &n their decision that the liability So age upon the evidence of a 
“a P local custom, The almost invariable practice for a lease to be 
a / 
of 
T, . ~ - 
- olicitor, enabling the lessor to recover 
t osts he has incurred to tis solicitor 
d paration of the lease (@rissel/ v. Robinson, 3 
see also Baker v. Merryweather, 2 C. & K. 787), 
a ——- = 
3 THE EXTENT OF THE MARRIAGE CONSIDERA- 
kJ TION. 
a “4 I. 
> f " 
t Ve Ir has been a matter of frequent discussion how far the con- 
1 sideration of marriage extends so as to save persons pew | 
% under a marriage settlement from the disadvantages imp 
8 ’~° upon volunteers. In the recent case of Attorney-General v. 
‘ 2 Jacobs- Smith (48 W. R. 258, 657) the question in connec- 
t ) - tion wi e account duty imposed by section 38 of the Customs 
2 Auk and Inland Revenue Act, 1881. By section 38 (2) (c), the duty 
) was made payable in respect of “property passing under any 
" past or future voluntary settlement made .. . by deed or 
, any other instrument not taking effect as a will, whereby an 
) interest in such property for life . i either ex- 


. s &s 
pressly or by implication to the settlor.” As these words stand, 
they appear not to touch a disposition in favour of volunteers 


made as part of a marriage settlement. The property, —_ 
’ passing to volunteers, does not ag under a “ voluntary e- 
ment.” Hence it was provided 


section 11 of the 
Inland Revenue Act, 1889, that the description of ust 
quo rom the Act of 1881 should be construed as if the ex- 
of a volunteer, whether the im which it was i was 


— 





made for valuable consideration or not as between: the settlor 
and any — 
In Attorney- v. /acobs- Smith, a widow, upon the occasion 
of her re-marriage, executed a settlement whereby she settled 
roperty of her own wu trust to pay £1,000 a year to her 
usband for life, and, subject thereto, the income to herself for 
veg n her aed 9 ge clie lineloling Se as — 
y will appoint, and the residue (i ing an’ 
£25,000 oe was, subject to the hesbend’e je to 
be held for the children of her former marriage, as she should 


by will appoint. Other perty of the wife was by the same 
settlement given to her chile ren by her former mantleds imme- 
diately, but for the present purpose no further reference to this 


property is necessary. The died in A 1890, having 
exercised both the general Ae of over the 
£25,000, and also the power pointment over the residue in 
favour of the children of eo Selene marriage. The Orown 
claimed account duty on the passing under the last 
mentioned power on the that the children of the former 


m were “ volunteers” within the meaning of the 
visions of the Acts of 1881 and 1889 above referred to. ts 
The question whether children of a former marriage are 
“volunteers” with respect to a settlement upon their mother’s 
re-marriage, in which provision is made for them, has ariten 
hitherto in two ions. If they were volunteers, and the 
settlement — land, were formerly liable to have 
their interest ted by a subsequent sale or mortgage ; and, 
moreover, if the settlement rested upon covenant, they were not 
entitled to have it enforced. Ordinarily, it seems to be admitted 
that the marri consideration extends only to su the 
interests of the husband, the wife, and the issue of the mar- 
riage, but an exception in favour of issue of the wife by a 
rae sa i rd piggy Hn ka th indo coetee 
wicks, O., in vewoasead ¥- Sear 1 265). case the 
issue were allowed to sue upon marriage articles, and their 
estates were upheld mag 7 a subsequent m And in 
Clayton v. Earl of We (s M. & 8. 67n) the exception, so far 
as relates to the validity of the settlement a subsequent 
urchaser, was extended to the issue of the husband by a 
uture marriage. In Clarke v. Wright (9 W. R. 571,6 H. & N, 
849) the case of a provision in a t in favour of an 
illegitimate child, the settlement being made upon the 


by Newstead v. Searles. 

Newstead v. Searles was decided in 1737, and Clayton v. Earl of 
Wilton in 1813. The decision in the latter case consisted si 
of the certificate of the King’s Bench in answer to a question 
sent from the Oourt of Chancery, and no reasons are given. 
The principle of the exception allowed ia Newstead v. Searles does 
not seem to have been re-considered till Clarke v. Wright came 
xchequer Chamber— 
before the latter court in 1861—and the judgments then delivered 
involved the matter in an obscurity which its frequent considera- 
tion since, i the House of Lords and the 
Privy Council, has ly in . Lord Harp- 
WICKE’s decision was given at a time when the strict rule of con- 
struction of 27 Eliz. c.4 had not yet been settled, and he seems to 
have had nodifficultyin holding that a limitation in favour of isque 
of the wife’s former was not voluntary in the sense of 
rendering the limitation fraudulent against a a pur- 


band and wife. ach of 
tho rule in question, and i SveE Raglan Soe sate 
nature of the limitations in Ws v. 
Earl of Wilton, quite apart from the 
decision. 

The most obvious and 
was that of Cocxavnyn, OJ., in © 
be illustrated by a reference to the dissentient j 
of Wriu1Ms, J., in the same case. Long before 1861 
become firmly established that a conveyance was 
under 27 Eliz. c. 4, and void a subsequent 
unless it was based on val 





settlement of the rule, said Winrrams, J., all 


of the mother, was held to fall within the exception established 
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adopting Lord Harpwicxe’s laxity of treatment in Newstead v. 
Searles was at an end. Children of a former iage were not, 
in fact, within the marriage consideration, and hence Newstead v. 
Searles ought to be overruled. Cocxsurn, O.J., on the other 
hand, while admitting that the limitation in favour of the issue 
of a previous marriage or in favour of an illegitimate child was 
voluntary, overcame the difficulty by allowing exceptions to the 
strict construction of 27 Eliz. c. 4, and, considering the forced 
nature of that construction, there was really no objection to this 
course. Upon the technical rule that. a voluntary conveyance 
was void against subsequent purchasers, he held that 
judicial decision had established two exceptions, one in 
favour of existing issue and another in favour of 
the issue of a possible future marriage. Referring to 
Newstead v. Searles and Clayton vy. Earl of Wilton, he said: “It 
may be that these decisions would not stand the test of a very 
strict analysis or rigorous logic, but it must be borne in mind 
that the rule on which this exception was engrafted was itself 
the result of a forced and arbitrary construction of the statute. 
It is not to be wondered at that judicial exposition stopped 
short of applying it when the consequence was to prevent the 
owner of property from making any binding provision for his 
isti ildren.” The same view was adopted by Fry, J., 

in Gale y. Gale (25 W. R. 772, 6 Oh. D, 144), where the question 

was not upon 27 Eliz. c. 4, but whether the children of the 

wife’s former marriage were debarred as volunteers from suing 

on & covenant contained in a settlement on the second marriage. 
| ee Newstead v. Searles, Fry, J.,held that they were not 





The judgments of Cocxsurn, O.J., and Fry, J., just referred 
to, are founded upon the expediency of enabling effective pro- 
vision to be made for children, although such children are not 
children of the marriage in question, and their theory springs 
from the first reason suggested by Lord Harpwicke in Newstead 
v. Searles. It had the advantage of supplying a good working 
rule. The moral duty of providing for such children saved them 

| from being volunteers as well for the purpose of 27 Eliz. c. 4 as 
in respect of suing upon an imperfect gift. But other authori- 
ties have not approved of this easy way out of the difficulty. 
Another theory was started by the late Mr. Darr in his work 
on Vendors and Purchasers (see sixth edition, p. 1010), and 
may be traced to the idea contained in Lord Harpwicxe’s 
reference to the reciprocal considerations on the part of husband 
and wife. According to this, the question whether a particular 
— is a volunteer under a marriage settlement does not 
epend on the presence of consideration moving from him, but 
—_ the circumstance whether the advantage to him was part 
of the marriage bargain. The questions, said Mr. Darr, are, 
‘* first, whether the collaterals were within the contract; and, 
secondly, whether (if so) there was a sufficient consideration 
for such a contract.” This view was adopted by Bracx- 
Burn, J., in Clarke v. Wright (suprd), and his decision in 
that case was based upon the inference of fact that the 
provision in favour of the illegitimate child of the wife 
was part of the bargain between the husband and wife, an 
inference which Cocxsurn, ©.J., declined to draw. The 
view of Mr. Darr was adopted also by Hatt, V.O., in Price 
v. Jenkins (25 W. R. 427, 4 Ch. D. 483), and he held that 

' & limitation in a settlement of the husband’s property 
in favour of a son of the husband by a former mar- 
riage was no part of the bargain made by the wife. 
uently, the son was a volunteer, and his interest was 

liable to be defeated by a subsequent sale. This decision was 
reversed on appeal (5 Oh. D. 619) upon another ground, the 
Court of — expressing no opinion on the present ques- 
tion. One objection to this second theory is that it necessitates 
an ow as to what was the actual bargain between the hus- 
band and wife, and although in many cases the inquiry is 
facilitated, in the manner pointed out in Darr (p. 1012), by 
presumptions founded on the circumstances of the case, yet it 
may be one of great difficulty. It is to be noticed that it by no 
means restricts the advantages of the marriage settlement to 
children or other relations. There is no reason why a mere 
stranger for whom one of the parties wishes to provide should 
not be within the iage bargain, and, therefore, within the 
consideration of the marriage settlement, 


o F 
[present expounded, entitled to dig pits in his land for no object 


THE MALA-FIDE USE OF LAND. 
Tue decision of the House of Lords in the case of the Corpor. 
ation of Bradford vy. Pickles, delivered on the 29th 
(which we briefly noticed a few weeks ago, ante p. 732), estab- 
lishes beyond the reach of any but legislative amendment a 





ae of comparatively novel adoption in the law of Eng. Aa 


nd. That principle is that, contrary to the rule of Roman 


law, mald fide use of legal rights over land with intent to inj 
a neighbour, does not constitute any ground for redress b the 


courts 0 Ww. 6 law 0 nd as 


except to intercept the flow of the subterranean water and so to 
drive a neighbouring proprietor of waterworks to purchase his 
land from him at his own price. 

Without entering into the question whether the House of 
Lords is in every case bound to follow its previous decisions, it 
should be pointed out that in 1859, in the case of Chasemore y. 
Richards (7 H. L. Cas. 388) the House came to a like decision, 

me eminent member of the tribunal, Lord Wenstxypazg, 
ventured to doubt whether a landowner, although entitled to 
dig for springs for the use of his estate, was entitled to dig for 
the purpose of obstructing the water for the use of a large dis- 
trict unconnected with his estate. But even this modest limita- 
tion on the legal rights of the owner was disapproved both by 
the other members of the House of Lords and by the judges 
be had been called upon to assist the House with their 

vice. 

The facts of the case now under notice are as follows. The 
Corporation of Bradford are owners of waterworks, being suc- 
cessors to a company empowered to construct waterworks under 
special Acts of Parliament.. These Acts provide (inter alia) that 

e owners of the waterworks are entitled to take water from 
certain springs, and that it is not to be lawful for any other 
person to divert in any other manner than by law they may be 
entitled, any of the waters supplying or flowing from the springs, 
or to sink any well or pit, or do anything whereby the waters of 
the springs may be drawn off or diminished in quantity. The 
defendant, owner of adjacent lands, proceeded to make a tunnel 
for the alleged e of draining beds of building stone under 
his lands. It was alleged by the plaintiffs and held by Mr. 
Justice Norrn in the court below that the defendant was not 
acting bond fide, but with the object of ge ame the corpora- 
tion to buy his land. It is now held, as ady stated, by the 
House of Lords, that the special Acts of Parliament do not pro- 
hibit him from exercising his legal rights, that, as what he pro- 

oses to do does not exceed his rights by the law of England, 
Pie motives are immaterial, and that, therefore, an injunction to 
restrain him should be refused. The decision of the Court of 
Appeal, reversing a decision of Mr. Justice Nort in favour of 
the plaintiffs, is therefore upheld. 

It is to be noted that Mr. Justice Norru disposed of a minor 
contention raised on behalf of the defendant, that as he had 
not been compensated by the special Acts creating the water- 
works company, it is to be presumed that he was not to be 
restained in doing what he pleased on his own land. His lord- 
ship held that the absence of compensation constituted no 
grievance in this case, as there was nothing to compensate for, 
- stone under the defendant’s land not being proved to be of 
value. 

The chief importance of this decision, therefore, consists in 
the restatement, by the highest judicial authority, that the rule 





adopted from the civil law—‘‘ Sic utere tuo ut alienum 4 
Tondo *—is to be limited by so important & Modification as thee 
derati What the exact 





mala use 18 an irrelevant consideration. 

force ae be, since Mala fide motive is not to 
be material, must in many cases be a matter of the greatest 
doubt. It is, of course, true that, at least since 1859, the 
irrelevance of motive in malicious uses of property has been the 
law. But the rule was rendered at least susceptible of some 
modification or doubt from the statement already referred to 
contained in the judgment of Lord Wenstxypa.z, that the 
user must have some reference to the owner’s own estate. There 
is no such limitation in the present judgment. Hitherto, a ho 
might have been entertained that the House of Lords wo 








have reconsidered its view as expressed in 1859, and would have 
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made the English rule more in accordance with the general 
maxim, “' Sic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas.” 

This hope was the greater, inasmuch as Mr. Justice Nortu 
in the first hearing of the case, pointed out that the rule of 
Maxcetxvs had practically received judicial sanction in Eng- 
land. The learned judge cited the Digest, Lib. 39, Tit. Thi. 
(1) “ De agud et aque pluvie arcenda. Denique Marcellus soribit. 
Cum eo, qui in suo fodiens, vicini fontem avertit, nihil posse agi: nec 
de dolo actionem et sane non debet habere ; st non animo vicino nocendi, 
sed suum agrum meliorem faciendi, id fecit.’ Mr. Justice Nortru 
shews that this passage of Marcetivus (which distinctly implies 
that legal redress by means of the actio de dolo was obtainable 
against a man who digs in his ground and diverts the 
water from his neighbour's well, with the object of injuring his 
neighbour, and not to improve his own land) was adopted by 
the Court of Exchequer Chamber in a considered felgunal. 
(Acton v. Blundell (12 M. & W. $24, at p. 353) ). 

e widespread results which must follow from the formal 
restatement of, and the full publicity now accorded to, a rule of 
the present kind cannot be readily appreciated. Every reser- 
voir of public water supply in the kingdom which depends im- 
mediately on subterranean springs and not on rivers, lakes, or 
surface steams, has become liable to interference and possible 
expropriation by owners of adjacent land. It can hardly be 
anticipated that the law can be allowed to remain permanently 
in its present state. 





REVIEWS. 
STREETS AND BUILDINGS IN LONDON. 


THE LAW REGULATING STREETS AND BUILDINGS IN THE METRO- 
POLIS UNDER THE LonpDOoN Buripine Act, 1894, AND OTHER 
METROPOLITAN STATUTES, TOGETHER WITH THE STANDING 
ORDERS, REGULATIONS, ByE-Laws, Forms, &0., OF THE LONDON 
CounTy CoUNCIL AND OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF SEWERS OF THE 
Ciry oF Lonpon. By R. CunnincHAM GLEN, M.A., LL.B., and 
ArTHUR A. BETHUNE, Barristers-at-Law. With Explanatory 
Diagrams by ALFRED ConpDER, F.R.I.B.A., F.8.I., Architect. 
Knight & Co. 

THe Lonpon Buripine Act, 1894, with APPENDICES CONTAINING 
STATUTES, OTHER THAN THE BUILDING ACT, STILL IN FORCE AND 
AFFECTING BUILDING OPERATIONS. ALSO THE ByE-Laws, REGU- 
LATIONS, AND STANDING ORDERS OF THE LONDON COUNTY 
CoUNCIL, AND OF THE COMMISSIONERS OF SEWERS OF THE CITY 
oF Lonpon. WirTH ConcisE NoTEs AND Cross REFERENCES. 
By Wi114mM RussEtt Grirrirus, LL.B., and Francois W. 
PreMBER, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. William Clowes & Sons 
(Limited). 

The former of these works is a very full and comprehensive treatise 
on the whole law regulating streets and buildings in the metropolis. 
As the authors point out in the preface, the London oe Act, 
1894, though it purports to consolidate all the enactments relatin, 
to the subject, has failed to do so, and the publication o: 
their work has been delayed in order to insure the inclusion 
of the whole of the statute law relating in any way to the 
formation and construction of streets, and the erection and con- 
struction of buildings and structures within the metropolis. The 
first part of the book is naturally devoted to the recent Act, and great 
labour has been 
effect of the decisions upon earlier cognate statutes—see, for instance, 
the full discussion of the authorities on the definition of the term 
“owner’’ (section 5 (29) )—and the meaning and operation of the 
sections are elucidated by references to other parts of the Act. A 

deal of the Act Saale with technical matters of building, and it 
is difficult to follow the provisions of some of the sections, such as 
section 41, which prescribes the space for light and ventilation to be 
left at the rear of buildings having habitable basements, without 
assistance. The authors have realized the necessity in these cases of 
explanatory diagrams, and have wisely called Mr. Conder to their help. 

The excellent di which he has furnished are geet ge gon 

at the end of the book. They will be found ps! Boe ss and they 

suggest the question whether a similar task of explanation might not 


properly have been performed by the Legislature. In the first and 


second appendices—the second relating only to the City—the authors | i 


have placed the statutes, other than the recent Act, which it is still 


mt upon the notes to the sections. These give the | i 





necessary to consult in connection with streets and buildings. 
The remainder of the work is occupied with bye-laws, forms, sane | 
tions. 


e second of the two works mentioned above likewise includes the y 








various statutes, other than the Act of 1894, to which it is still neces- 
sary to refer, and while in the exposition of the statutes it does not 
ain 06 the talmens Ee ee 
whole law of the subject in clear and concise and 

yorapeny toy ordinary use. ~~ 
Act of 1894 regulate in great 

rules, which are verbose and compli 
in tabular form (pp. 200-202). 
the bye-laws an ions of the London County Council and of 
the Commissioners of Sewers. The work has been carefully com > 
and will be found useful to the class—lawyers, archi 
builders, and others—whose business to do with 
buildings in the metropolis. 


i 


ALLOTMENTS. 


Tue Laws oF ALLOTMENTS FOR THE Poor AND LABOURING 
POPULATION, INCLUDING THE ALLOTMENTS ACT, 1887 AND 1890; 
THE ALLOTMENTS AND CoTTAGE GARDENS COMPENSATION FOR 
Crops Act, 1887; THE OPERATIVE PARTS OF THE LOcAL GoVERN- 
MENT Act, 1894, &0.; TOGETHER WITH THE INCORPORATED 
STATUTES, AND THE ADAPTIONS OF THE LANDs CLAUSES AcTS 
AND ALLOTMENTS AcTs BY THE Locat GOVERNMENT BOARD, 
WITH TABLES OF CASES AND STATUTES AND Copious INDEX. 
Second edition. By James Brooxe Lirriz, B.A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Shaw & Sons, Butterworth & Co. 


Mr. Little prefaces this collection of allotment statutes with an 
interesting sketch of the development of the law of the subject. 
Under the Poor Law of Elizabeth, 43 Eliz., c. 2, the duty of pro- 
viding work in each parish for poor for 8 havin 
no means of livelihood, was imposed upon the churchwardens an 
overseers of the poor. To facilitate the performance of this duty the 
statute 59 Geo. 3, c. 12, authorized the purchase or hiring on account 
of the parish of suitable land not exceeding twenty acres in extent, 
and the letting of such lands to poor From this provision 
the present law of allotments has sprung. Under numerous private 
Inclosure Acts allotments were made for the poor of the , 
chiefly for the purposes of fuel, and when they ceased to fulfil their 
original object, these were by statute made available for letting ‘‘ to 
industrious cottagers of character,” and the same policy was 
followed with respect to inclosures under the Inclosure Act, 1845. 


The amount of land available for the pore was further increased 
by the Allotments Extension Act, 1882, under which ish charity 
lands were required, wherever practicable, to be Jet in ts. At 


length the principle of conferring on the local authorities the power 
of pod ulsorily wequiring lands for allotments was introduced by 
the Allotments Act, 1887, 
depends upon this statute and upon the alterations effected by the 
otments Acts, 1890, and the Local Government Act, 1894. 
- statutes ie et pe forma been ema — 
and arran . Little, meaning explai y suitable 
notes. The book forms a very useful guide to the law of allot- 
ments. 


z 


EASEMENTS, 


A Dicest oF THE Law or Easements. By L. C. Innes, late 
Judge of the High Court, Madras. irra Epirion. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). : 


While, if in any point is 
body of rules isto be found in the Roman law. 
the excellent treatises of Gale and Goddard, his indebtedness to which 


Mr. Innes acknowledges. With all these advan however, the 
the law to form is no slight one, and great 


to ths fuller trentioes on the lew of eaeeanaaes 
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CRIMINAL LAW. 


THe Ceminat Law. A SKETOH OF ITs PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE. 
By Henry W. Disney, B.A., and Harotp Gunpry, M.A., 
Barristers-at-law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


In this sketch of the criminal law the authors, after an introductory 
— on general principles, deal first with criminal procedure and 
evidence, and then pass to the description of specific crimes. In 
their preface they express doubt whether the arrangement will meet 
with general acceptance. In our view it is certainly the most useful 
and interesting order in which to deal with the subject. In the 
criminal law the question of procedure—and especially of jurisdiction 
occupies a very important place, and it is of little use to discuss 
individual crimes nntil a clear view has been obtained of the manner 
in which they are to be punished. In the chapter on the jurisdiction 
of justices of the peace, on trial by indictment, and on evidence, 
Messrs. Disney and Gundry deal concisely but adequately with this 
preliminary part of the subject. The succeeding chapters treat of 
the various forms of crime, dividing them into offences against the 
State and public, offences against the person, offences against rights 
of property, and miscellaneous offences punishable summarily. Here 
again the authors give in smal) compass all essential information. 
The book is well written and arranged, and will be found useful by 
students, and by persons who desire to gain a general acquaintance 
with the criminal law. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE COST OF THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN THE 
SUPREME COURT. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—Referring to the recent article on the accounts of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature appearing in your issue of the 7th of September, 
1895 [ante, p. 747], in which you state the cost to the country of the 
administration of justice in the High Court as £240,271, I see, on 
comparing the expenditure given by the account with the Civil 
Service Estimates for the year ending March, 1896, under the head- 
ing of “ Law and Justice (ordered by the House of Commons to be 
printed on the 6th of March, 1895),’”’ that several items of expendi- 
ture are, apparently, omitted from the account. There is a note in 
the estimates as follows :— 


“Provision is also made in other accounts for expenditure in 





connection with this service. 1895-6. 
“Buildings, furniture, fuel, light, <&c., 
Class I., 9, : , ‘ ‘ . £23,050 
‘* Rates, Class I., B, ‘ ‘ d ‘ 6,800 
‘‘ Stationery and printing, Class II., 23, 15,500 
“* Non-effective, Class VI., 1, . ; . 50,141” 
which total to £95,491 
While the only items in the account just issued which have any 
reference to these amounts would appear to be £ 8s. d. 
‘Rent, rates, taxes, repairs to buildings, 
furniture, gas, fuel, &c., : , 17,382 4 11 
** Cost of stationery, . : 15,710 0 0 


Omitting, therefore, the stationery, which seems to be included in 
both the estimates and the account, we have the sum of £79,991 dealt 
with in the estimates, of which only £17,382 4s. 11d. is included in 
the account; doubtless, for very good reasons, but, at the same time, 
it is only fair to add the difference to the cost to the country of the 
administration of justice in the Supreme Court, which will thus be 
£302,879 15s. 1d. 

Is there any explanation ? 

Cheapside, Sept. 26. 


E. J. TRUSTRAM. 


ESTATE DUTY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir—Will one of your readers kindly advise me as to who is liable 
to ultimately bear the payment of the new estate duty on property 
which was held by a testator for a terui of years Scleraionbio on 
lives; the residuary legatee or the devisee of the property ? 

The devise (or bequest) is a direct one to a person other than the 
resid legatee—see section 6 (2) and 9 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894. 
Under the old system the duty was, of course, borne by the residuary 
ate, inasmuch as he had to bear the payment of all the Es as 





[A lease for a definite term of years, if certain persons shall so long 
live (which we presume is the case mentioned by our correspondent), 
is a chattel interest, and will pass to the executors (Ruwley v. 





————seee, 


Holland, 2 Eq. Cas. Abr.'753; 1 Williams on Executors, 9th ed., 5 


596) ; hence there will be no charge on the property of a ra 
art of the duty under section 9(1). Consequently, the residuary 
gates will be ultimately liable to bear the duty.—Eb., 8.J.] 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Before the Vacation Judge. 


IN_THE MATTER OF 5 VICT. C. 5 TITULED ‘‘AN ACT TO MAKE 
ATION OF JUSTICE,” 


AND IN THE MATTER OF PANAKDOS ZAFFERE—Ist October. 
Practice—Pusiic Company—Transren or SHanes—Inrerm Insuncrioy— 

Service or—ExtTENsion oF INJUNCTION UNTIL FURTHER OnpER—5 Vier, 

c. 5, 8. 4. 

Motion on behalf of Panardos Zaffere, of 23, Bucklersbury, City, for an 
order to restrain the Salisbu ning Co. (Limited) from per. | 

company numbered 5) we 

0 








mitting the transfer S 


in the ; 
yoo Ty s ing in the books of the said co and 
from paying any dividend du ue thereon until further 
i an order 
, 

was made for an injunction over the lst of October. The ground of the 
application was that a lady, acting, it was believed, under the influence of 
other persons, obtained the transfer of the shares by a trick, 

for registration. The order had been served on the lad 


a . The motion was c . 4, wh 


was 
October, one thousand eight hundred and forty-one, it shall be lawful 
for the said Court of Chancery, upon tbe application of any 
interested, motion or petition, i summa: ay, withou 
to restrain Wesnovernor-End-Gompans of the Bank of England or any 
other public company porated or not, fro rmitting the 
5, OF any s or ehares in any 
pub ny, which mH be & g in the name or names of any per- 
son or persons, or body polite or corporate, in the books of the Governor 
and company of the Bank of England, or in the books of any such public 
company, or from paying any divi ds due or to become due 
thereon ; and ever @ said Court of Chancery upon such motion 
or petition as aforesaid shall specify the amount of the stock or the par. 
ticular shares to be affected thereby, and the name or names of the person 
or persons, body politic or corporate in which the same shall be statiding. 
Provided always, that the said Court of Chancery shall have full power, 
upon the application of any party interested, to discharge or vary such 
order, and to award such costs, upon such application, as to the said 
court shall seem fit.”” The authority for now as that the injunction 
be extended until further order was in aksley’s Trusts (23 Ch. D. 549), 
In that case Pearson, J., said, ‘‘ I think proper course will be to graut 
an interim injunction over the 19th inst. (the next motion day). You 
se ers with noti i r, and if they do not appear 
on the next motion day T-can then extend the injunction.” The pro- 
cedure there down by Pearson, J., had been followed in the present caee. 

Hawxrss, J., extended the injunction until further order.—Covunazt, 
Herbert Brown. Sotrcrron, H. Coulson. 

[Reported by J. E. Atvous, Barrister-at-Law. } 


. ¢. 5,8 
‘oltows :—‘* And be it enacted, that on and after the fifteenth day of” 
’ 














PULLINGER v. BARNATO—Ist October. 


Speciric Perronmance—Conrract To ALLOW Inspzcrion or Books—Breacu 
or Contract py PLaIntirr. 

This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff for an order that in pur- 
suance of clause 4, sub-clause (a), of an agreement dated the 24th of 
December, 1894, and made between the plaintiff of the one part and the 
defendants of the other part, the defendants might be ordered within 
days from the date of the order, or Phin 




















: for the ins: 
fs) ep ormer, or other the autho 

of the plaintiff, fing all transactions in respect of shage 
pooled under the said agreement as originally existing, OF as renewed or 
extended, and that the defendants Might be ordered forthwith to farn’ 
to the plaintiff account of all tales, purchases, and other transactio 






DOO 


aMTaer o in pursuance o foe Said agree ment, and of per — 
therefrom or out of the operations of the pool therein mentioned, or 
ight be made in the premises as the court might think it. 






such other order mi 
né Bald AagTeemen so I2@ as mate 

Pullin grees to eell, and the said Barnato Brothers agree to pure 
35,000 Buffeledoorn shares (or one-half of the said Pullinger’s holding 
shares in that company at this date, the raid eras Se 70,000 shares 
more or less) at the price of 26s. 3d. per share, 140,000 Western 
Districts shares for an agreed sum of £40,000. . . . (4) Itis a 
agreed that the holdings of shares by Barnato Brothers and the 
Pullinger shall be pooled for a period of six months, subject to renewal 
from time to time on the following conditions—viz., (¢) That the said 
Barnato Brothere shall cause to be kept a separate set of books, which 
shall exhibit all transactions in respect of the slares so pooled, and such 
books shall at all reasonable times be open to the inspection of the said 
Pullinger or his authorized agent ; (+) that the funds arising out of the 
operations of the pool shall be distributed as may be from time to time 
agreed ; (c) that no shares shall be bought or sold by either party during 
the subsistence of this agreement except for pool account, and no ehares 
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h od Oaling of toon Puthager’ (¢) tian « ep Rae heer ate 
BE fa writing of the sd r; (2) that subject to t 
oan {ue operations of the pool shall be independéntly conducted by the taid 
a firm of. Barnato Brothers.” the motion it eaid that 
! the plaintiff had B nspettion © : } im ac- 
soTaance W! A } 6 omense 
; in , the transactions amounted to millions. Jor defen- 
dants it was said that there had been a gross breach of contract. The 
35,000 Buffeledoorn shares had not been brought in, and under these 
circumstances the plaintiff could not obtain specific performance of the 
agreement. It was asked that the motion should stand over for a week. 
Hawsrns, J., said he should not try the question of breach of contract. 
O MAKE p : give itispection of th s, but he 
USTICE,” P able that they should be asked 0 give it in a day or 
r. two as the plaintiff wished. The defendants ought to say what books 
NcTION~ were in England and when they could be ieasectell The motion Ls ag 
—5 Vier, 5 saying y Tad, where the ere, 
id when they contd hs inserted —0s Near, 4 wander, Q.C., and 
Y, foran ; Beaumont ; Marten, Q.C., and Vernon. Sottctrons, Beaumont § Son ; 
rom a Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, § Co. 
uy, pr {Reported by J. E. A.povs, Barrister-at-Law.] 
_ Further | COOMBEE ». ATKINS —ist October. 


d of the Pracrice—Racetver—Cross Morions—Joint Arrorintmant—Costs. 


























penoa These were cross motions by the plaintiff and defendant respectively, 

ged it | er Or a feceiver of the assets Of the partuerspip recently 
eid not ‘ n hem. hé tl the perg 
deal ; ated by the plaintiff or defend je ap ed receiver. 
, 1 y of i Tom statements of counsel th i as issued on the 
© lawful 1Ith of September. The p 


aintittcerved his notice of-motion on the 27th 
SALT of September and the defendant served 26th. Both parties 








































’ e Ssary, and neither objected that the nominee 

Fos any ‘the otheF was an tnfit pereon. For the plaintiff it was submitted 

ting the ‘that the defendant’s motion ought to be dismissed, with costs. It was 

sip any (quite unnecessary and was a mere attempt to out-manmuvré the 

road per plaintiff. For the defendant it was contended that where there were two 

joven motions for a receiver, preference should be given to that which was served 
pus } frst utiless the other side could shew some objection to the person 

Nae tiominated. 

the par. Hawkins, J.—I can see there is a lot of feeling in this case, and I am 

€ person very much inclined to appoint neither of the gentlemen proposed, but to 

taniding. e some independent appointment of my own. Good sense ought to 

| power, have made the parties say, ‘‘ We do notagree, let us each submit two or 

ary such three names to the judge and give him discretion to select one.” How- 

the said est. thing will be to appoint both gen en and they will act 

junction | eivers. here SF Motion.— COUNSEL, 

D. 549), ; Cooper Wyld. Soxicrrors, Z, 8. nley, Evans, § Co. 

to graut [Reported by J. E. Avovs, Barrister-at-Law. } 

ou must 

; appear 

‘he pro- 

mt caee. 


LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following is the programme of papers to be read at the Liverpool 
meeting. 


Wepnespay, the 9th of October, at 11 a.m., in the council chamber, at 
‘Breacu the Town Hall :— 


JOUNBEL, 





The proceedi will commence with the president's address, after 
in pur- which the following papers will be read :— 
24th of ** Legal Education '’—Joseph Addison, London. 
and the ** Solicitors’ Education.’’—A. F. Warr, Liv ol. 
hin t ‘* Solicitors as part of the Govermméas.” —Byduuy Style, Liverpool. 
Sof ts ** Extension of the Society.’’—Wm, Godden, London. 
spection ‘*Some experience of the Working of the Limited Liability Acts during 
Pieent twenty-five years of a Country Practice, and a few suggested Amend- 
theese ments.”"—John E. Ward, Newport, Mon. 
‘wed or ** Honest and Dishonest Company Promoters.”—J. W. Reid, London. 
furnigh ** History of the Poor Rate, and the Injustice of its Present Incidence.” 
actions —R. F. Loosemore, Tiverton. 
arising ** Solicitorships for Solicitors.”’—Harvey Clifton, London. 
or the Tuurspay, the 10th of Octeber, at 11 a.m., in the council chamber, 
1 : at the Town Hall :— 
—— Oe > scm of Title and Conveyanting Reform.’’—B. G. Lake, 
chase, ndon. 
ding of “Land Transfer in England and Scotland,” with special reference to 
— the Land Transfer Bill, 1895.—T. C. Young, mn 
— ‘Tenant by Copy.”-—Grantham R. Dodd, London. 
u per, ** Long Vacation.””—Thos. Rawle, London. 
he we “Some Thoughts on three Present-Day Questions: (1) Continuous 
~ eid Sittings ; (2) Litigation Coste; (3) The Present System of Magisterial 
a : Appo ntments.”’— W. P. Fullagar, Bolton. 
Py 4 ** Commercial Causes and Costs.””—Ernest Todd, London. 
: yer ‘Should the County Court be madea Branch of the High Court of 
»? = Justice ?’’—F. D. Lowndes, Liverpool. 
o i ‘County Court Fees.””—E. J. tram, London. 
3 ime ** One Law for the Rich and another for the Poor.”"—C. If. Pickstone, 
uring Radcliffe Bridge, Lancashire. 





The president make diterations in the order of the papers 
etteh te uiny thinks soneaahtae- 


(ee 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : — 

Members.—The association now consists of 258 members, sixteen new 
members having been elected during the year. ar nee cree te 
all members will use their influence to induce local solicitors to the 
association. 

Manchester District Registry (High Court) tment of district registrar. 
—A vaiecy Davies senarsen i 8 Stee of Alstetot -— 
death of Mr. Registrar Guest, ee eee munica- 
tion with the Lord Chancellor, wi Vier sneer 
a solicitor to the office. The Lord Chancellor intimated a 

red to confer the appointment upon a solicitor, and ultimately Mr. 

, H.8. een ere eer active member of this com- 


Stamps on apportioned chief rente,—On the 17th of September, 1894, 


padbpmrrede Be pn mew Fach he 
ject to a chief rent is sold in lots eubject to 
Se oe Oe ee eae cae 
calorem stamp duty was payable not ouly on the ; 
on the amount of the apportioned rent 

chase, and that to avoid this extra would have 

on deeds already executed within a period 
struction of the Stamp Act was 
previous practice either of the profession or 


the 22nd of November, 1894, a was 
sider the circular, W) of 
Bolton, Bury, Preston and 0 


Societies were present when it was resolved 
should be obtained, if possible, to declare the 
in question, and that a declaration should 
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préeviouely stamped on es 
established practice, should bs deemed duly stamped. The Incorporated 
Law Society arranged for a deputation 
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Inland Revenue, and the president ( 
attended on behalf of this association 
the desirability of obtaitiing an Act 

which was of so much importance to 
in this locality. The commissioners informed 
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the court, but at the same time the judge may find it necessary to tak 
such summonses at a somewhat earlier hour than has hitherto prevailed 
but this is a matter which will from time to time be decided by his lord- 
ship, although he at the same time intends to consult the convenience of 
Manchester and Liverpool practitioners on this subject, with a view to 
avoid detaining them in London longer than is necessary. Summonses 
adjourned into court, as well as short causes and petitions, will be taken 
on Saturday as heretofore and in priority to London business, so as to 
allow Lancashire practitioners to return home as early in the day as 
| se Motions in causes and matters pending in the Manchester and 
verpool District Registries will be heard on Saturday, but since there 
will be no list of them the first item in Saturday’s paper will be ‘‘ Motions,” 
and so counsel will have an opportunity of moving. The judge has also 
instructed the Manchester district registrar that he may give leave for 
service of notice of motion with writ, for or before appearance, for the 
Lancashire on any case in which he may think js po for the 
— It may also be understood that since the judge does not intend 
prevent motions being made in the interval between two Lancashire 
Saturdays, he has informed the registrar that he may give leave to serve 
notice of motion specially for any Friday or other day on which the judge 
may be taking motions in the ar course, provided the registrar 
thinks that the case in which this special leave is asked for justice requires 
that it should be given. What is above stated is contained in a letter 
from Mr. Justice Kekewich to Mr. Registrar Watts, and which letter 
having been submitted to my committee it was decided that the present 
communication should be made to all Manchester practising solicitors. 
The trouble which has been taken by Mr. Justice Kekewich in trying to 
make satisfactory arrangements for the transacting of Lancashire business 
before him in future will doubtless be much appreciated by the profession, 
and especially when I also inform you that his lordship has intimated his 
readiness to consider any suggestions which may be made to him by the 
for from the new practice which is to prevail, and in 
ition to the judge has also intimated his willingness to consider 
any applications which may be made to him by counsel in court.” 

Chancery of Lancashire.—The Liverpool Law Society called the commit- 
tee’s attention to the arrears of witness actions existing in this court at 
the commencement of the Long Vacation, and a meeting was held on the 
25th of September, 1894, to receive a deputation from that society. After 
—s the state of the cause list, a resolution was that it was 
desirable that the Palatine Court Sittings should asin the High Court be 
continuous and tive of the sittings of the Court of es and 
that the Palatine Court should sit for the same hours as the High Court. 
A deputation of the Bar, and from this association and from the Liverpool 
og ae ee upon the Vice-Chancellor, on the 21st of December, 1894. 
The -Chancellor, after hearing the statements of the deputation, 
gave of his views on the various points, expressing at the 
same time his —_ desire to preserve the efficiency of the court. The 
calendar for 1895 was submitted to the committee, who were gratified to 
find that effect had been given to their moun in many ts, and 

are pleased to see that, with the aid of Mr. Registrar Willis Taylor, 

of 1, si as assistant and deputy Vice-Chancellor, the witness 
list is now in a much more satisfactory state. On the vacancy occasioned 
by the death of Vice-Chancellor Robinson, the committee, in conjunction 
with the Li ool Law Society, took the opportunity of javing before the 
Chancellor of the Duchy, a statement in writing, respectfully urging that 
upon filling the of Vice-Chancellor, it should be made one of the 
conditions of the office that the Vice-Chancellor should reside within easy 
distance of Manchester and Liv 1, and not in London, that the court 
should sit for the same hours as the High Court ju sit in the Chan- 
cery Division, that the court should not adjourn on the days when Pala- 
tine were heard in London, and that summonses adjourned to the 
jndge be heard after the rising of the court, and not in the middle 
of day, at the expense of court work. It was also urged that the 
appointment should be conferred upon some one of energetic temperament 
of vigorous mental powers and of experience in Chancery mat- 

In November last Mr. Atkinson, one of the assistant registrars of 

the court, was appointed trar of the Manchester County Court, and 
the president was reques to communicate with the Chancellor of the 
Duchy with a view to securing, if possible, that the appointment should 
be conferred wu: @ solicitor, but in this he was unsuccessful, and the 
ag has been by the appointment of Mr. Steinthal, barrister-at- 

w. The newrules of the court were considered in November last, and 
ee similar to those issued by the High Court, were approved 
by the committee. Mr. Registrar Winstanley informed the president that 
certain alterations were se at the offices of the Manchester 
Registry with a view to provi more room for the staff and better 
accommodation generally. A deputation from the committee had several 
interviews with Mr. Winstanley and discussed the plans with him, and 
having ascertained that there was no prospect of the Duchy authorities 
building new offices, or consenting to pay a higher rent for better accom- 

and being satisfied that the alterations would provide 

increased accommodation for the public and profession, and 

being informed that the Duchy were prepared to take a ten years’ lease of 

the offices as altered, the committee approved of the plans for the pro- 
posed alterations. 

Continuous —_— (High Court) in Lancashire.—The Liverpool Law Society 
have prepared a Bill for continuous sittings of the High Court to be held 
in Lancashire, and the committee have agreed to join with that body in 

the Bill, It was introduced into the last Parliament by Mr. W. 
Holland, M.P., and received the support of the Manchester Chamber 
of Commerce, and the Manchester Corporation as well as of similar bodies 


in o fed sewerage Analar targets pe the Bill was 
by Mr. Holland. The president was in attendance at the House « 


referred to a select committee with power to take evidence. Arrange. 
ments were in progress for the lord mayor, town clerk, and the president 
and secretary of the Manchester Chamber of Commerce to give evidencs 
before the committee, and several members of this association had 

to prepare evidence, when the dissolution of Parliament put an end to the 
proceedings for the present. 

Land Transfer Bili.—This Bill was again introduced into Parliament, ang 
was carefully considered by the “— yy Law rare C and arrange. 
ments were made by the society and by private individuals to have 
blocked for second reading. In May last the blocks were removed with s 
view to the measure being read a second time upon an arrangement with 
the Government that the Bill should be referred to a select committee with 
power to consider the _—— involved by the Bill and to take evidence 
upon the whole subject. Mr. John Forshaw, of Preston, Mr. Parkinson 
eet pry -eqpes and Mr. Worthington were requested to give evidence on 
be of the association in opposition to the Bill and to its compulsory 
clauses, and Mr. Forshaw has been examined before the committee, but 
owing to the dissolution of Parliament the select committee made no re. 


port. 








THE PARIS PRISON CONGRESS 1895. 


We make the following extracts from a summary report of the proceedings 
at this congress which been issued by the Howard ppacter of scp 
Habitual offenders and cumulative sentences.—The first subject marked for 
the first section, was the treatment of habitual offenders, and it was dealt 
with in eleven papers, which, in the order in which they were arranged for 
the congress, were by Messrs. Tallack, Berlet, Foiniteky, Darrouy 
Mauchamp, Garofalo, Garcon, Cornet, a Van Hamel, and 
do-Bassia. Mr Ruggles-Brise showed the necessity of allowing, as 
in lish procedure, a measure of discretion to the judges, in 
dealing with habitual off . He objected to anything like a hard and 
fast minimum sentence and to excessive cumulation in sentences. Mr. 
Tallack also deprecated this excess, and pointed out that a too harsh and 
rapid cumulation had, in England, greatly frustrated the very object in 
view. He therefore advocated a system of very gradual, but certain 
progression, in sentences both on habitual criminals and misdemeanants, 
as a principal means of dealing eifectually with these classes. Professor 
Foinitsky combatted the objection sometimes raised by pseudo ‘‘ human- 
itarians,”” that when a person has been once punished for an offence, this 
should not influence his punishment for future offences. The professor 
pointed out out that it is not the act, but the agent, not any individual 
offence but the dangerous Aabit and purpose of the offender, which neces- 
sitates an increase of punishment for repetitions of crime. M. Van 
Hamel thought that a chase line should be drawn in practice, between 
the treatment of professional criminals and others. He advocated long 
sentences for the former class. M. Garofalo, of Italy, urged that ‘‘ The 
tolerance of the community ought to have limits, and it is in 
that a reluctance to exercise severity towards the worst members of a 
shall expose honest persons to pes renewed injuries by habi 
evil-doers.’? The co , with imity, adopted resolutions in favour 
of a ve cumulation of sentences, for habitual offenders, recom- 
ended also more rigorous measures with the professional malefactor. 
Conditional liberty and liberation.—One of the most striking and encour- 
aging features of the congress was the powerful and general testimony 
brought before it, shewing the rapidly increasing adoption of other means 
than imprisonment for the repression of minor offences. And, in particular, 
it was shown that this object is now largely sought by means of 
conditional liberty, either by deferred execution of sentence, as in Germrny, 
and in England by the probation of ‘‘ First Offenders Act,’’ or by placing 
delinquents under the care and oversight of probation officers, as in 
Massachusetts. In addition to this, imprisonments are being in great 
ree shortened by means of conditional liberation, as under the British 
ticket of leave system and the American plan of indeterminate sentences, 
The delegates from America bore united testimony in favour of the system 
of conditional liberation as carried out in the two state prisons of Elmira 
(N.Y.) and Pontiac (IlJ.). Major McClaughry, Governor of Pontiac Prison, 
said that criminals committed to that place have the opportunity, by hard 
work, diligent study, and good behavior, of pwc shortening their 
detention. On entry, they are placed in the second grade, out of which 
they can only rise b falling’ three conditions, vis, (1) learning the 
rudiments dou trade ; (2) acquiring the elements of an English 
education ; (3) , consecutively, for six months, three good marks 
for work, three for , and three for conduct ; or nine marks per month. 
They are then promoted to the first grade, where, again, they must earn 
nine marks for six more months consecutively. it 
liberated conditionally on continued good behaviour. But if a prisoner 
does not thus exert himself, he has to serve out his original sentence, 
whether it be one, five, or ten years. At Elmira the system is nearly the 
same. Major McOlaughry, General Brinkerhoff, and Mr. 0. T. 
stated that this n for self-exertion and self-elevation constitutes 
not only a reformatory but also a deterrent influence, and that criminals 
hate to be yoy ae Oe eee up to a high — They 
refer other where no such system exists, an 
: es seociclion of 
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of Commons when the Bill came on for second reading, but it was ad. & 
journed, and ultimately an a was made that the Bill should by 
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advocate) it should be watched over by regular ‘‘ Probation Officers,” 
seer) ssachuactta, This is a very important caution, well deserving of 
notice by the countries concerned. 

Cellular separation.—There was a noteworthy preponderance, manifested 
in the congress, of approval of the entire separation of from 
association with others, during the shorter terms of confinement; and the 

adopted a resolution accordingly, at least in regard to men. 

Several speakers, however, said that women could bear separation quite as 

wellas men, A Dutch lady visitor of prisons, the Baroness De Welderen 

, of the Hague, said that the health of the female prisoners in 

Folland, under the cellular system, was excellent, and she hoped that plan 
would be generally adopted for women. 

Vagabondage and mendicaney.—The question of vagabo was the 
subject of fifteen papers, and in particular of a very comprehensive and 
yaluable report prepared by MM. F. Dreyfus, L. Riviére and J. Drioux, in 


which they drew special attention to the ce of Belgium, with her 
r colonies of Merxplas and Wortel. The principle there adopted is 
golerably long detention, with occupation in agricultural and handicraft 


labour. In three years the number there detained has fallen frum 8,800 to 
6,600. It was stated that the Dutch beggar colonies had not been 
successful, owing to insufficient discipline and classification. But M. 
Albert Riviére showed that serious evils attended the massing together of 
somany vagabonds in the Belgian ‘‘ colonies.’” He thought no *‘ colony ’’ 
should exceed 500 persons. The discussion on these papers resulted in the 
recommendation of prolonged industrial detention of vagabonds, with 
careful classification. 

Juvenile offenders. —M. Cluzes showed the mischief of Lepe | younger 
boys to associate with elder ype in reformatories, and the importance of 
classification. Mr. Randall described the excellent results obtained in 
Michigan and several other American states, by placing out jen regs and 
orphan children amongst carefully selected foster-parents, regular 
supervision. In cases of parental neglect, the State deprives the parents of 
aif further control over their children, for the benefit of the latter. M. 
Puibaraud described two French reformatories, for boys, which have 
been remarkably successful, in consequence of their being placed entirely 
under the management of ladies; and he rec @ much more 

eral resort than hitherto to the services of ladies, for all institutions 

r the younger boysatleast. At the Chanteloup Farm, in the reformatory 
colony of St. Hilaire (Vienne), two ladies have the full charge of 100 boys 
under 12 years of age, At another similar establishment at Frasnes-le- 
Chateau (Haute-Saédne), a band of Alsatian Sisters undertake the complete 
care of 400 youths, of from 12 to 20 years of age, with wonderful success ; 
and, without any assistance from male officers, they secure obedience and 
food discipline. J an «ger poe epee the — dealing a from 

e appointment, at Warsaw, of special magistrates for cases 
of juvenile delinquents, and also of arrangements for avoiding the consign- 
ment of children and youths to ordinary police-cells, where may be 
corrupted by adult criminals. [In this matter, Warsaw and u- 
setts and some of the Australian Colonies are in advance of Great Britain. ] 
The congress adopted resolutions in favour of enforcing parental responsi- 
bility, and the forfeiture of abused mtal ‘‘ rights,” in reference to 
juvenile offenders; also in advocacy of an increased resort to the services 
of ladies for reformatory work. 

The Bertillon System.—The great value of the Bertillon System of 
Anthropometric Measurements, for the identification of criminals, was 
ably impressed upon the congress by Mr. Edmund R. oy 
(England), Dr. Curti, and three other gentlemen. Many of the delegates 
were alsoafforded, in a most interesting manner, opportunities of oe 
at the Prefecture of Police, the practical operation of this remarkable 
system, which is an honour to its inventor and to France. Mr. 8 
stated that it is now adopted by Russia, the United States, Norway, 
Switzerland, Roumania, and Argentina, and more recently by Great 
Britain and British India. The or ogg recommended its general 
uniform adoption, as being most desirable everywhere. 

Aid to prisoners before and after discharge—Much information was given 
to the Congress on this subject, and in ular by M. Wieselgren, 
Director-General of Swedish Prisons, Mr. E. J. Ruggles-Brise, chairman 
of the Prison Board of England and Wales, and M. Richard Petersen, the 
Governor of Christiania Prison, Norway. M. Wieselgren made some 
excellent observations upon the selfish indifference of a to 
the miseries they had caused to their own families, upon the 
necessity, for their moral elevation, of bringing them to some sense of 
this. Hence the Swedish Government has taken means to induce 
prisoners before their discharge, to contribute a portion of their 

i for the assistance of their families, in order that this 
may afford some influence towards their reformation and moral 
oe afterwards. Nor has this effort been without success. 

. Ruggles-Brise presented an interesting account of British modes of 
assisting disc prisoners, and described the industrial homes, which, 
on a small scale, had been established in several Fagg for the temporary 
employment of this class whilst awaiting situations. He eulogised the 
efforts made by many English ladies to help women on lea’ ’ 
and expressed his desire to see an aid committee of ladies estab in 
connection with every prison for women. M. Petersen urged the sagen A 
of precautions to prevent prisoners, on discharge, from was 
money upon the evil associates who so often are awaiting them ou the 
gates, and who so speedily lead them again into crime. 








Otp ann Rare Free Insurance Poxicres, &c., wanted to complete a 
— by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London.— 
VT. 





Pratois "Troll vot Streatham, died’ ca, the 40th alt. at Bouthem 

0 on 
frou sagidl ecllagae Selle on a recurrence of sunstroke. dootneed 

tleman was articled Messrs. Trollope & Winckworth, of Abing- 

on-street, S.W., was admitted a solicitor in 1878, and has since 1 
practised in Parliament-street. He was well known in the 
world, ha’ played for the W: 
educated, an alco fox Sho cue: Celene Se Manas a oe club 
been for years a member of the 
M.C.O. and the Incogniti. Mr. 
. He was admitted to the livery of the 
Company in the year 1884. 

Mr. Frepzricx Wicxixes Surrs, solicitor, a eo © 
of F. W Smith & Son, of 23 eo eg "5 
died on the ult. at his residence, “ ” Blackheath- 
his 85th year. 
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Croft, Bart, afterwards a master of the 


in Lunacy. the 

to Lord Chelmsford in 1859, and was 
Lunacy from 1865 to 1872. Inthe latter year 
missioner. P 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Lzezs Knowzes, M.A., LL.M., M.P., barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed to be Second Church Estates Commissioner, in the room of Mr. 
Granville Leveson-Gower, resigned. 
Mr. J. G. Liycoxn, solicitor, of 16, Mark-lane, London, has been 
— Registrar of the Chertsey County Court, in succession to Mr. 
pes. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vrion. 


Hervert Nrerp and Harry F. Srrovrs, Monument Station-buildings, 
King William-street, London, solicitors. June 24. 
Haney Russet and Evwarp Anres Tuomas Buzzp, solicitors, 14, Old 
Jewry-chambers, London (Russell, Son, & Scott). ber 26. ‘ 
, October 1. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 


Re Wiii1am Henny Craven ALLEN, deceased. cB cngye Hope 
Morreacs or Cuarce or arner, of 15, - 
bury-crescent, London, believed to have held a charge on the share of 
Wiis Henry Craven Auten (who died on the 21st of May, 1893 
Warren, Sydney, New South Wales), which share was 
will of the late : of Patcham, 
will of the late Elizabeth Lamotte, of W 
uested to Senp Particunars of his or her claim 
wahestanel. Beaumont & Son, 23, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, 
solicitors for the trustees of the share above mentioned. 
Herzert Cotzeniner’s Estars.—To Solicitors and others.— 
of the Writ of the late Hzrserr Coizripas, ag tan proved 
deceased, ‘he 4 


: 
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Fe 


if 
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25th May, 1861, under which W: 
and John Duke, Baron Ooleridge, 


found. Any one able to give Ivrormartion on the subjects is requested 
po me with Mesers. O. & 8. Harrison & Oo., 19, Bedford-row, Lon- 


don, W.O. 


GENERAL, 
The Central Legal News is responsible for the :—‘ This map 
of your pte is imperfect,” said the judge. “* 
honour? ’’ ‘ Yes, sir. There’s your station, there’s your tank, and 8 
your coal chute. Now, where is your receiver?” 


The Times says that a continental jurist of great eminence hes just 


away in the person of Dr. Heinrich Fick, of Zurich. He held 

of Law of the entveniiy of Sesich See sasny yeasts, and setiued Seam 
a ee wa «2 eae win, Wey Gosematie movemiat ts Geen? 
iden’ per, Fe democratic movement in Germany 
in 1848, that he deemed it advisable to pursue his career under the 
shelter of institutiops. He accordingly accepted the Ohair of 
Law at the of Zurich, with which his name has become 
in’ . He filled other posts of honour and 
among may be mentioned that of rector of the university, 
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office he was repeatedly elected. He rendered important service to the Di®dn, 1, Grebham bides, Baditighall sf. Piielps & Cd, Aldetmaiibuy, slori 
State in framing | tive measures, and his skill as a practical lawyer | iia A ape 


was it, great request. During the latter part of his life he was for many 
years a martyr to a nervous thalady which caused Ss of acute 
hysical suffering. But his undaunted energy and spirit never permitted 
Pace to interfere with the fulfilment of his academic and other duties. 
He was a brilliant conversationalist, and his genial and generous nature 
bi rg for kim a wide circle of friends, by whom his loss will be deeply 
te ¢ 


The Aseociation for the Reform and Codification of the Law of Nations 
inaugurated its seventeenth conference at Brussels on the Ist inst. Sir 
Richard Webster, the Attorney-General, president of the association, 
occu the chair. In the coursé 6f his address, according to a corres- 

tof the Times, he said it was a significant fact that we no longer 
ht it necetsary to advocate the principle of international arbitration ; 
that we now regarded it as so fully recognized by all civilized nations as 
to render argument in its support unnecessary. With regard to the 
question of ure, he had himself some experience of arbitration pro- 
ceedings. He thought it right, without discussing the details of matters 
which must come before the conference, to call attention to fundamental 
matters of principle which must not be overlooked. The dream and aim 
, of many of the most competent minds were that, in order to realise the 
J hest ideal and to obtain the greatest amount of success, there must be 
blished a permanent court, supported by civilized nations, to which 
court all civilized nations should appeal in lieu of adopting the terrible 
arbitrament of war. With regard to the ultimate aim of that and an 
similar association, he did not dissent from that view, nor would he as 
any one to forego one jot of that ideal or abstain from pressing it forward 
by adv: and argument. He would, however, point out that there was 
an intermediate condition of things no less important and no less urgently 
demanded by events of everyday national life—he meant reference to the 
atbitration of tribunals appoihted ad hoc of queetions which might from 
tittte’to tite arise. Thore who had had personal experience in diplo- 
m@istic work and in international relations knew that the nature of the 
questions which might be dealt with by arbitration was so various that it 
by no means followed that a permanent tribunal of the kind indicated 
would be necessary or even suitable for the settlement of them all. The 
subject was so vast and so interesting that he resisted with difficulty the 
temptation to enter into it, but he would britfly allude to three typical 
iistances 1. Cases of bouridary. 2. Cases of damage for an admitted 
wrongful act. 3 Cases of dispute itivolving questions of legal tight. 
Instances of all these could be found in the records of international 
arbitration. In the first case, a small impartial commission of military or 
naval men or travellers would be admitted tobe the best tribunal. In 
the second, one or more commercial men of standing could settle in a 
comparatively short period the question of amount. In the third legal 
ae, judicial knowledge, and power to appreciate legal arguments 
would be absolutely essential. There might, therefore, be many cases in 
which tes from time to time aroee which could be dealt with satisfac- 
torily the establishment of a permanent tribunal. 








At Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranfield’s 560th Monthly Peridical Sale, at 
the Mart, E.C., on Thursday last, the following prices were realized :— 
Reversion to one-half of one-sixth of: trust funds amounting to £13,670, 
together with Policies for £1,000, lives 72 and 67, sold for £570; Absolute 

to one-fourth of £530 Consols, life 64, sold for £70; Absolute 

to £583 Consols, life 71, sold for £395; Annuity of £50, with 

P for £650, life 43, sold for £630; Policy of Assurance for £2,000 in 

the l and London and Globe Insurance Co., with guaranteed 

Bonuses, life 59 (surrender value £942), sold for £1,460; Policy of 

Assurance for £500 in the West of England (now Commercial Union) 
Assurance Society, age 51, sold for £150. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
DEATH. 


Swirw.—BSept. 30, set ge Wickings Smith, of Bellefield, Blackheath-park, and Lin- 
cOlif"s-inn-fields, aged 84. 





Wakninc To wrenpinc Hovss Purciasers ann Lessexs.—Before pur- 

chasing or — a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 

by an from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros ), 

65; Victoria-street, Westiiinster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas ; 
ceintry by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuivay, Sept. 27. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
me Luorep ty Caanorsr. 
@aasvitsx Horst Co, Linirzp—Petn for win presetited directed 
heard on Oct 30. Grilth & Gardiner, Old Gerjeamky ine ceiers fee, hee Notice OF 
must reach the aborenamed not later that 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


a , Disttrss—Créditors 
7 cad atvoren, uitl the parents OF Booty Gebe OF acne, 1 OMT seme 








Lonrep m CHancery. 


Arua Mit Co, Liurrep—By an order dated Sept 17, it was ordered that the voluntary 
‘willing wp of the company be continued. Innes, Manchester, solor for petner 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspvay, Oct. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liunrrep mm CHancery. 


Lower LanoiasGie Gotp Mixes, Lunrep—Petn for winding up, aes 
directed to be heard on Oct 30. Newson, Great Winchester st, solor for petner, 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternogy g 
Oct 29 


Counry Patatixe or Lancaster. 
Lontep ix Caancery. 


Arua Mutt Co, Limrrev—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 8, to send their name 
‘and ed ire’ 4 and the iculars of thels debts or claims to Clement Vincent 
and Edwin Guthrie, 71, King st, M . Addleshaw & Co, Manchester, solons fg 


ii 
gh FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Bucauge Fatenpty Society, Sudbury, Suffolk. 26 ; 

CaRg.tTon Ceres peas a Reermans 20ers. ton Colville, Suffolk. Sept 26 

Friexpiy TY, q ‘olk. 

GanramMartwe Sueruerpesses Society, High Corner House Club Room, Lianhara, 
Pontyclown B 8.0., Glamorgan. Sept 21 ; 

Great Beauincs New Farenpty Society, Great Bealings, Suffolk. Sept 26 

Hawp-tx-Haxp reTy Or Broruerty Love, Peasenhall, Suffolk. Sept 26 

Harz Inw Frrenpiy Sociery, Long Melford, Suffolk. 26 

Lowestort Umirep Provipent Society, Lowestoft, Suffolk. Sept26 

LorAs Horz Lopes Frienpiy Socrery, White Hart Inn, Penistone Bridge, Penistone, 


. Bept 21 
Paverave Union Bexerit Cis, Palgrave, Suffolk. Sept 26 
Rovat Oak Frrenpiy Socrery, Walton, Suffolk. Sept 26 
Sayxcrusry Maat, London District Ancient Order of Shepherds, “The Telegragh? 
Hawkin —_ st, Stepney. Sept 21 
Snorrisna ETY oF Brotuzaty Love, Shottisham, Suffolk. Sept 26 
Traravoar Sécrery, St Helens, Suffolk. Sept 26 
ees Society, Hoxne, Suffolk. Sept 26 , 
ycusozp Usirep Brorness Faiznp.iy Society, Robin Hood Inn, Wychbold, Dra. 
wich, Worcester. Sept 21 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette—Turspay, Sept. 24. 
Anpiey, Daxigt Witt1am Coates, Richemont, Blunt rd, South Croydon, Boot Desle 
Oct 24 Ardley v Ardley, Kekewich, J Goulding, Finsbury pavement 
London Gazette.—Turspay, October 1. 
Waker, Kanvury, Blackburn, Tailor. Oct 28. Radcliffe vy Walker, Registrar, Presta, 
Waterworth, Blackburn 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cua. 
London Gazette.—Turspar, Sept. 24. 
Acyew, Joszeru, Colchester, Gunsmith Nov2 Goody & Son, Colchester 
Bintwistie, Ewua, Manchester Oct 31 LR & G Entwistle, Manchester 
Borenau, Antitur Cooper, Poplar, Ship’s Steward Oct 22 Vincent, Haverhill, Suffolk 
Cuautmuens, Gzonce, Plumbland, Cumbrid Oct 26 Richardson & Crookes, Wigton 
Crop, Witz1am, Cardiff Oct31 Stephens, Cardiff 
Crowpy, GeonGe Freperick, Faringdon, Gent Oct 19 Crowdy & Son, Faringdon 
Davin, Davin, Cardiff Oct18 James, Cardiff 
Detrer, Mariya, St Pancras, Chichester Oct24 Raper & Co, Chichester 
EpwArps, Peren, Kilburn, Florist Dée 25 Chillcott, Chancery lane, W C 
Evans, Joux Swirt, St Kilda, Torquay, Esq Oct 31 Lindop, Torquay 
Grecory, Jon, Enstone, Oxford, Miller Nov6 Rawlinson, Chipping Norton 
Hicutos, Janz, Worsley Mesnes, Pemberton Oct 25 Johnson, Wigan 
Horver, Eva Any, Longsight, Manchester Oct 31 L R & G Entwistle, Manchester 
Hunt, Eveaxor Saran; Broseley Oct 24 Thorn, Iron Bridge, Shropshire 
Jamas, Huser, King William st, Licetised Victualler Ovt 20 Patr, South Woodfonl, 


Kurrz, Roserra, Baildon, Otley Nov5 Morgan & Morgan, Shipiey 

Laster, Joszrn, Pocklington Decl Sargent, Pocklington 

Loyasorrow, Jonx, Sowerby Bridge, Woolbuyer Oct 30 Ambler, Halifax 

Maxsuatt, Josern, Blackburn, Joiner Oct 19 E & B Haworth, West Blackburn 
McKay, Hewniztra, Southport Nov 20 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 

Nutra, Jane, Moss side, Manchester Oct4 Nuttall & Co, Manchester ‘ 
Owns, Gongs Dysow, Rotherham, Yorkshire, Manufacturer Oct 25 Parker &@ 
Owewx, Hanetetr, Rotherham, York Oct 25 Parker & Co, Rotherham 

Peat, Josep Dorman, Liverpool, Butcher Novi Cornish, Liverpool 

Ranvwz, Saran, South Birkdale, Lancs Oct5 Hinds, Stourbridge 

Sim, Gqones Srewarr, and Mary Aww Sm, Kennington Park rd Oct 31 S00h 


Rae, Jonx Guezxwoop, New Bolingbroke Vicarage, Lines Dec2 JB&IJA Brooks, 
Surrox, Roperr, Carlisle,Gent Novl1 Wright & Brown, Carlisle 


Taxco, Hexry, Stapleford, Wilts, Labourer Oct 24 Hodding & Jackson, Salisbury — 


Toover, Axx, Brockley Oct 28 Simpson & Co, Moorgate st 
Tazpwe.t, Wit11aM Francis, Lichfield, Gent Nov1 Russell, Lichfield 


Watron, Beysauty, Notts, Hosier Nov1 Barlow, Nottingham %& 


Wand, Taouas, jus; Manchéster, Esfate Agent Ott 30 Lea, Manchester 
Warrtiam, Wiiiiam, Holloway Oct 31 Newland, Warwick st, Regent st 
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lor’s for “ mn 
aan, Ax>9=%, Lixerpoo!, Brushmaker Oct 30 oct 6 Oa Javan MoCowxat, Cambridge, Har pa Opt 25° Biliccn & Co, Comber 
Wooouas, Jonx Gee, Bolton, Pawabroker Oot 89 Emma Woodman, Davenport st McGorquopa.s, Gegnasz, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Esq Oct % & Maime 
the voluntary London Gazetie.—FPaivay, Sept. ‘27. Moss, Davin, Junction, Lancs, Station Master Oct 31 Swift, Liverpool 
jrasetox, Gazonas, Southport, Gent Qot 24 Wright & Appleton, Wigan Pack, Many, Manningtree Oct 30 Page, North Colchester 
paces, Axx, York Nov9 B& PO@lerk, Snaith Raysy, THomas Revwoips, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Gent Decl Iveson & Son, Gains- 
Cogan, Joux, York, Gent Novi Foster & Co, Pontefract Rouixs, Marna, Kingston Lisle, Berks Oct 28 Withy, New Swindon 
til Daviss, Axx, Worcester Oct 25 Pepper & Tangye, Birmingham Sapien, Susaxxan, Clapham Oct 27 Sandom & Co, Gracechurch st 
tner, “78 pavies, Cuances, Kent Oct $l Wilks, jun, Deal Scorr, Epwix, York, Woollen Manufacturer Nov 1l Watson & Co, Bradford 
afternoon gf Dauanscove, Victor Atrrgp Josep, Fulham March 25 Newton & Co, Gt Marlborough | Szcxer, Hexry, Highgate Nov4 Waltons.& Co, Leadenhall st 
Donsox, _ Paddington, Printer Nov 1 Jackson & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs Saanpz, Conxe.ivs, Handsworth, Commercial Traveller Oct 25 Pepper & Tangye, Bir- 
faaxcu, Esta Marv, Gosport, Hants Oct 24 Murray, Strand Ssitiex, Taomas Samson, Plumstead Common rd Nov1 Sampson, Qreen st 
cent Ta fixes, Wiit14x, Elton Bury, Lanes, Licensed Victualler Oct 26 Crompton, Bury Sotomox, Ricuarp, Lower Clapton rd Nov1 Lowndes & Co, Liverpool 
ster, Solon’ fer Heatos, Joun ARTHUR Daxeywe, Lincoln's inn, Barristerat Law Oct 31 Carlisle &Co | Tuit, Exiza, Southsea Nov 5 Pearce & Son, Porteea 
’ inn 
acon Mincaner, Kensington Oct 3i White &Co, Whitehall pl Warrers, Saurxa, Chelsea Oct 25 Warren & Co, Bloomsbury sq 
F ‘yaanap, Epwarp, Paddington, Cab Proprietor Oct 24 Reader & Co, Ely pl Waywett, Jonx, Manchester Oct 30 Barber, Ashton under Lyne 
Bept 26 jyoxsox, Gzonar, Whitehaven, Gent Novi Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven © Ware, Roseat Fautour, Hyde Park, Esq Nov 9 E& T Clark, Snaith 
2, Lianharse, jugasox, Many, Whitehaven Noy 1 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven Wr Dax, and Hayxan Wiicock, Halifax, Butcher Noy 1 Longbottom & Sons, 
JovosLUTH, Zea Avaust Cart Pair, Wandsworth Com, Gent Nov Cor- | Wit1iams, Exizaneru, Carnarvon Nov 2 Davies, Denbigh 
oy he Weston Super Mare Oct 27 Jacques & Co, Bristol Wusox, Hexry, Tynemouth, Surveyor Oct 31 Shortt & Fenwicke, Newcastle upon 
Rel Las, Joszru, Heath lane, Salop,Gent Ooct98 Etches, Whitchurch Woon, zs Ayxx, Windermere, Westmoreland Dec 24 J & E Whitworth, Man- 
re, 
— lane Co, Thesbald's se ON Pall Mall, Gta Gusgecn Major Oct 31 Waller Woopnovse, Bexsamin Writiam, Brighton, Licensed Victualler Oct 26 Verrall & 
Lar, — row, St Luke’s, Horse Hair Manufacturer Nov8 Pearce & Sons, Waiour, Epwanp, Lyng, Norfolk, Farmer Oct $i Kent & Son, Norwict 
Telegraph,” Louax, Moses, Tottington, Bury, Lancs, Farmer Oct 26 Crompton, Bury Waieur, Many, Norfolk Oct 31 Kent &@on, Norwich 
hbold, Dreit. BANKRUPTCY NOTICES, Picea, Haxar, York, Tinner Dewsbury Pet Sept 21 Paapoos, Rus, Seteld.| Daaler Oct 7 at 3.90 
iol SRIVING. ORDERS a #- Prout, Hyom, Portmadoc, Miller Portmadoc Pet Sept 23 | Panes, Dasuat, and Woour Pranz, Paik rd 
. p, Jony Dairyman 
aa ey eye Licensed Victualler Newport, Sanxey, Guanine Winsam, 1 Tatnington, Hen Agus A Harimet wt, Tatiaton 7 
‘arwick Risutox, Cnasuzs, Bowness on Licensed 
sy ohio ay Ord ’ ae in Holy Orders Suanper, eg my Blunham, Plumber Sedford tualler , Oct 5 at 11.30 120, Highgate, 
barman, ous T Taosss, Capea, Government Pensioner | se45, A F, York, Lithigrepher York Pet Aug 2 Ord Sura, per et fait Off Ho, Bk row, ed 
re erent Taowas, Fa Forest Gate, Wheelwright High Court Teruey, J Marwan, Henley oo Tees, Gah Wanies ee ¥F, 125) 
<e boro 5, Regent a ra Boge 3 Wool Dealer High Court Tuonse, Groner, ter, , Market Gardener Bristol Vain, ee Sanna’ Merchant Oct 9 at 
‘ns sDAgiDy a tee Bean . Waieme, oum Ricuano, Watford, Es Police Inspector Vixe, Gzonae, Oct 4at12 Off Rep, 22, Park row, 
trar, Prestes, Ord Sept'21 a 
Buceaves Gono, Manchester Manchester Pet Sept | W42BU2TO™, . -y> 10 Ord dap 3 Boot Dealer | Wannex, ply edgy Garey st Oct 4 at 11 
Bur, Brssauiy Wuruian, Delaton, Music Seller High | W8Gragaofigge Nuon Salter Swaneen Pet Sept 38 wogieey dere 9 teal Lae 
Bonoynar, Enxnet Dex, Clveston, Glos, Grocer Bristol ven Glaaeus Leicester, Painter Leicester Pet babe an Py ad Oct 4ati2 Of 
posure, Marenew, igan, Slater Wigan Pet Sept 23) 4 mended notice substituted for that ublished in the Lon- ADJUDICATIONS. 
But, Jonx, Crowle, Worcester, Carpenter Worcester don Gazette of the 6th Baawes, Fraxcis Peres, Wimborne Minster, Farmer 
Pet 23 Ord Sept 23 Tasstz, Hewry Mosrairs Patney, state Agent Wands- Poole Pet Sept 12 20 
Caupex, FrepeRiox Guonas, Fgzies: Licensed Victualler worth Pet June23 Ord Aug Baryerr, Dave, [oe Farnisher Swangea 
rhill, Suffolk Oxford Pet Ord Se Aug 26 Sept 
Visto Cancwrxxez, Epira Many, Hyde" Pack High Court Pet | Amended Notice substituted for that published in the Lon- ieee ae an ase. Menthpich, Grpees Nant- 
igton July 22 Ord Sept 23 don Gazette of the 20th September :— Pet Sept 6 Grd Sent $8 
CanguTHERs, Epwapp b hus ENT, and ARCHIBALD pry: Canneut, James Fuestwoop, Ashted, Tailor ingham Te ag we at 1AM Lnloestae fret Baptist toed 
ringdon a. Aldgate, EC High Court Pet Sept25 Ord Pet Aug 30 Ord Sept 16 ¢ Birm 
c Bua zy , Builder Manchester 
Wrmie (the elder), Brighton High Court Pet Aug 23 FIRST MEETINGS. Pet 95 Ord Sent 
me ~\" ons, Shanttond, Lanes, Salesman Salford Pet | Bexwerr, Davin, and Royos Wittiam Wartonorn, Leices- ee eee eo ere Mnsle Aeler igh 
Cunstox, Joskrm, Biladen, Yorks, Coal Dealer Bradford ter, Fruit Salesman Got 7 at 12 Off Reo, 1, Berridge Beszam, Genes ‘Beavers, , Tailor Derby Pet 
ton cocer, Tivnen, Beard, Railway Porter Ligerpool Buak Euan 1 page Evesham, tpg Bee Oct 4 at pores were 4 Lanes, Flagger Wigap Pet 
Comzy, Jouy, Derby, Derby Pet Sept 23 Ord Boest, Vg Kang w Minh 4, Buut, Joux Carpenter Worcester Pet Sept 23 
nchester fept 23 Camppett, Witt Barrow in Furness, Crane Driver Ord Sept 28 
5 Prpane Som Beets Commission Agent Oct ‘iat 1t 16, wallis st, Barrow in Furnses Camus, Faepeaickx Licensed 
h Wood = Changs Janes, 8 ct , | Comuny, oun, , Grocer 4 at 2.30 Off Reo, St aye a 
Wansea t mingham 
Fosser, ye a upon enn Kingston upon or, Wiehe tea Os7 068 Of 
Hl Ry Wats 5 Corrixneuam, Ricaarp, Parmer Oct 4 at 12 
ie a cs, Boatman Liver- On 15, Osborne st, Gt 
Bool Pet . Sept 7 5 ra Sept Excery, Witiiam Atrrep Taouas, and Leorotn Gaorce 
adie pes. owas ry ta Bige "Bet Sent 8 Suslies Ecceny, Cardi, Builders Oct) Oct 8 at 11 20, Queen st, 
Hagyey, Josern Hex =yae. nt 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Bept 10 0 Gra Sep 94 “hoes | Beans, daense Jems Bemeen, Bevivaed, Gry et 
Parker BA on hes = seme te fed aetee fectioner Gauze, at Lewisham, Daliee Oct 4 at 11.80 24, 
tan, Wttax ase By oS Hsnmees, rian darn nce, Farmer (Oct 4at 12.30 
nae bap 3 Ont Grocer Carmarthen — an Devon, Draper Gct Tat 11 Of Ree, 
—, coun, Oe bee 4 Licensed Victualler Swansea Hows, FC ye Go, Cardi Oct 8 at 11.30 Off 
ot 31 “= tans Jog, Pet Bat etme Manufacturer Homes, = ‘ Lanes, Confectioner Oct 4 at 10.30 16, 
c J A Brooks, Kearzs, ge Aerie, Mon, Baker Tredegar | Is:1p, LI, Oct 7 at 12 Bankruptey Bldgs, 
onal xg = ay Bitton, Glos, Engine Driver ‘Bristol Jonzs, a4 Breconshire, Farmer Oct 4 at3 65, High 
, ea Oldham, spite Waste Dealer Oldham -Lawis, Paaxcr apni 4 ip Fone, Grocer Oct 4 
Macpern” Hanser a aa ora, Lancs, Tailor oie at ioe gegen Qot 4 at 
aes, ae Saen ham Pet Sept 23 Ma Hers Water Manufacturer 
nora, Guanine by + Medicine Progeicter Te: Peasy otaat 3 ; 
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J Josurn, Carmarthen, Grocer Carmarthen Pet 
Ser 
Jowzs, Joux, Musical Instrument Maker Bristol 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
ees Oy my y a Cotton Waste Dealer Oldham 
Lanwauitn, B Bown, Bontyoriaa Confectioner Ponty- 


Macsern, Bae Piney Lanes, Tailor Manchester 
Mau10n, ‘ous, Oldham, Tailor Oldham Pet Sept 23 Ord 


23 
Pom, | Dante, and Woo.tr Perez, Battersea Park rd 
a Wandsworth Pet Aug 15 ond 
Pees, 3 UGH, extention, Miller Portmadoc Pet Sept 23 


Rasmes. Joun Joanna, Luton, Painter Luton Pet Sept 


Sanvey, ee wean Leamington, House Agent 
Warwick Pet Se Ord Sept 24 

Saarpe, Francis eon Blunham, Bedfordshire, Plum- 
ber Bedford Pet t23 Ord 23 

Smart, Harny, Saltley, Birmingham, t Manufacturer 
Birmingham Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 23 

orem, 3 F. York, Lithographer York Pet Aug 1 

Wate Freperick, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet Sept 19 


24 
Witu1ams, James, Hafod, Swansea, addler Swansea 
Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 
Wooprorp, —. icester, Painter Leicester Pet 
Sept Sept 20 
Amended ae substituted for that ve in the Lon- 
August : 


don Gazette of the 27 
Tasstz, Henny Monreirtn, Hieh Putney, Estate 


-street, 
t Wandsworth Pet June22 Ord Aug 22 
London Gasette.—Touxspay, Oct.4. | 
RECEIVING ORDERS. f 
<3 be ~¥ eet Be an,  - erenme: Keeper 
Barry, ,~# gas ates weatate Agent Bir- 


Pet A 
ane, Rot a n Demaiter Sheffield Pet 


Bentox, Tuomas, nbrid i King’s Lynn Pet 
2% Ord — — e 


Bostock, WILLIAM Voces, West Bridgford, Notts 
Commercial Traveller Nottingham Pet Sept 28 Ord 


Burtroy, Josspa AnpREew. inom, é Manu- 
facturer N Pet Sept 28 Ord 28 
Draper Gloucester 


Beck, 


Burcuer, Marrna, Stroud, Glos, 
Pet Ord 


CapBie, ~~ pnemamma Farmer Wells Pet 
Duce esy, Joun 
Scarboro 


Auctioneer 
ugh Pet Sept 17 Ord pris 
Fisue r= my Essex, Builder Chelmsford Pet Sept 21 
Faetwe.i, Joux, Crouch End, Builder High, Court 
Aug 28 Ord Sept 27 ~~ 
Foupas Jo am, 5 Bri =~} Wine Merchant Brighton Pet 
quae “Auracp, esterfield, Innkeeper Chesterfield 
Pet Ord t 26 . 
Grocott, a orth wie , Cheese Dealer Nantwich Pet 
Ord Sept 27 
os Boot Dealer Birming- 


4 Bricklayer Nantwich 


ILLIAM, 


Hap ey, Farpenick, Birmi 
ham 30 Ord 


Pet A 
Jonzs, Josers, itch 
J ae Te i, Shreweb F Lesaad i ualler Shrews- 
ones, THomas, ict 
bury "~ 2 Ord: Si 


MoKzxna, J, Selisbury, Horse , ae Salisbury Pet 
July 22 Ord Sept 26 
Porrzs, Ricnarp Stevenson, Gaddesby, Farmer Leices- 


ter Pet Sept 25 Ord 
Savers, Franx Oat Beye Lowestoft, Artist Gt Yarmouth 
27 


soon Wisse, Bietie, Dotnal 
ILL1AM, Silverstone, 
me ee er Northampton 


Surruson, Geoncs Horlen, Yesks, Insurance Agent Scar- 
Srey Ron Cuistor i. 1 Gt Grims- 
by Pet Septs Ord Sept 25 
TExEspALs, adding ppeaee, or. Lincs, Farmer 
Toozz, Guesee Weer Bristol, i Beker Bristol Pet 
Sept 26 Ord Sept 26 
GU Reet oon tenes. cane 
Warr, Janus, Wavendon, Tile Manufacturer North 
Wru114ms, bees — a Gatehoten: “+4 Bethesda, Quarry 
@aaan deo eee Plumber * Nantwich 
Pet 26 
Wasiay aoxas, Lr Repo, Wheelwright Liverpool 
Se gt eet te 
wee Ord Aug 24 — Merchant 
Amended notice substituted for that 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
— ee” rd Oct 8 at 12 Bankruptcy 


AnsTzz, Sow, OF Lancs, Restaurant Kee Oct 
8 af 2 Off Reo, eo Onin’ chmbrs, Bridge st, ey Men 


gg 
Bagt.ett, Sous Teenie rem, Pensioner Oct 10 at 12 


Bankruptcy bl 

Beprorp, J, Regent st, Wool Dealer Oct 10 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

BLacxkBusy, say Manchester Oct 9 at 3 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bri st, Manchester 

Buay, Bensamin Wii.14m, Dalston, Music Seller Oct 11 at 

Bankruptcy bl st 

eee Erwest Denis, Olveston, Glos, Grocer Oct 9 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Barnpiey, JAMEs, yy Staffs, Grocer Oct 8 at 11 
Off Ree, N Newcastle under Lyme 

Butt, Joun, Crowle, W wana Carpenter Oct 9 at 11.30 Off 


45, Cop oo" 
Canae, Wis. LIAM, M bene a Farmer Oct 9 at 
3.30 Off Bank chmbra, Corn st, Bristol 
Campen, Faepericx y= ey ae Victualler 
Oct 9 at 12 Bankruptcy Office, xford 
Casre.10, sen, Brighton Oct 9 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Carey 

Gumtieee, Jouw, Stretford, Lancs, Salesman Oct 8 at 3 
Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

CLARKSON, Josgrn, Bilsden, Coal Dealer Oct 9 at 11 Off 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Crossre, Juss, Liverpool, po Oct l4at2 Off Rec, 
365, Victoria st, ae 

Evays, Evan, eo uu Festiniog, Quarry- 
man Oct 15 at + Market Hall, ‘Moonee Festiniog 

Evans, Atrrep Fosrsr, Ealing Oct Sat 12.30 Of Ree, 
95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Evans, Cuarues, Steynton, Farmer Oct 9at12 Tem- 
perance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

Evans, Pearce, Cosheston, Farmer Oct 9at11.30 Tem- 
perance Hail, Pembroke Dock 

Evans, Wauta, F Penygraig, Glam, Coal Miner Oct 8 at 
12 erthyr Tydfil 

Furry, bade, Nadi Stoke, Devonport, Beer Merchant 
Oct 9at11 10, Athensoum terrace, Plymouth 

GriperTson, Grorce Jackson, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks, 
Confectioner Oct 9 at 3 Off Kec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesborough 

Harpemay, Jonayxy Jacos, Newcastle on Tyne, Provision 
Agent Oct 14 at12 Off Rec, Pink Jane, Newcastle on 


Tyne 

Hueues, Grorce, Cheltenham, House ease Oct 10 at 
11.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenha’ 

Jonzs, Rw Bristol, Musical Instrument "Maker Oct 9 at 
12 Off Ree, Bank ehmbrs, Corn st, Bri 

Jonzs, a, yo te Licensed Victualler Oct 10 
at 10.30 Off Rec, Shrewsbury 

Lacey, CHARLES, Glos, ne, Driver Oct 9 at 12 Off 

Westminster 


Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, B: 
Bridge rd, Builders Oct 8 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 





a Tom, and James Tompsert, 


y st 
Mowtacuz, CHARLES, Gapbem, Patent —— Pro- 
prietor Oct 9at12 apte ‘-cTy 
= Henry, Yor! Coppermth Sat 10. 20 Off 
chmbrs, 
Raven, Rosert, South Shields, Fruit Merchant Oct 14 at 
11 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 


Sarney, Coartes Wit House Agent 
Oct'S at 12.20 Off Hen, Herdford st, Co Coven mtry 

SHAKERBLEY, Busanix, Po Oct 8 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 


wen st, 
Suaw, Epuvunp, Birmingham, Woollen Merchant Oct 10 
at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Sixciair, Harry Epuuxp George, Fruiterer Oct 
8 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, ple avenue 


TexspaLe, Epwarp Francois, Weston, Lincs, Farmer Oct 
9at2 ' White Hart Hotel, Spalding 
Tuorwe, Georce, Bristol, Mar ‘et ete Oct 9 at 1 
Off , Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Toozz, Guonox Wits, @ Oct 9 at 
ff Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 


Watrer, Joun Ricuarp, Watford, Ex Police Tegpetiee | es 
Oct 9 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, ple 
avenue 

Warp, Frepericx, One, Butcher Oct 10 at1l Off 
Rec, 29, Queen st, Cai 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
— a, yr, Restaurant Keeper Salford Pet 
BaRyert, samneen, Camden rd, Bank Clerk High Court 
B ety he Forest Gave Wheelwright High Court 
AXTER, 1 HOMAS, 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 26° 5 
- Drysalter Sheffield Pet 


‘OOLLERTON, West Bridgfi Com- 

— Nottingham Pet ae Ord 

Bongmnen,. wy Denis, Olveston, Grocer Bristol Pet 

lane, Coal Agent High Court 
Pet Aug 3 Ord Sept ; 

Burton, Jossrn AnDREW, PR ses Bicycle Manufac- 
turer Nottingham P Ord Sept 28 

Burror, oy ~ ed Lincs, Yolo Lincoln Pet Aug 30 

BuswELL, RED, | ta Ale Merchant Leicester 
sah Ang 30 Ord Sept 27 

Ord apt 38” Glos, Draper Gloucester Pet Sept 26 

wi Somerset, Farmer Wells Pet Sept 26 


Beck, Benxsamin, 
27 Ord 


Bostocs, Wii. 
mercial Tra 


Browwine, Frank, 


CaBBLE 
Ord 


GrizenTsox, Gzorce Jackson, Saltburn by the ¥ 
; Confectioner Stockton on Tees Pa en ig 








Gratton, Atyrep, Chesterfield, Innkeeper © 
Pet 26 


@ North Chi Desier Ni 
wet sthwich, Choos = Nantwich 9 


Hanrvey, Josern aS Newcastle on Tyne, 
Newcastle on Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 26 
Jexxins, Rosent, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 
‘hopt Ord 


Pet Sept 21 27 ve 
conte, ee Joseru, ee Bricklayer Nantwich Bp 


Ord Sept 
say > Tuoxas, Shrewsb aes Victualler 
Pet Sept 25 Bept 26 
mm. Wiu1am, Abertillery, Baker Tredegar 
24 Ord Sept 27 si 


Mary, Henry James, Formby, Mineral Water 
turer Liverpool Pet Sept 16 Ord Sept 27 
Manrerie, Tom, and James Tompsert, W' 
Builders High Churt Pet Sept21 Orns 
Mason, Joun Jaume, S Covent Garden High Cow 
Aug 23 Ord 
ee Joux, oie Stockbroker Bristol Pet 


Porter, ~ all Srevensox, Gaddes cab 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Bept 25 
Savers, Frank Henry, Lowestoft, Artist Gt Yan 
Pet Sept 27 Ord Sept 27 
Scorr, WILLIAM, yy Bootmaker North 
Pet Sept 26 Ord 
Guages, 2a BrenJamiy, Seoetnte Chemist Truro 


Suaw, ha 5, en Woollen 
Birmingham’ Pet Sept 6 rd Sept 28 
Sivctairrn, Harry Epmunp Gezores, Barnet, G 
Barnet Pet Sept 20 Ord Sept 26 
Sarrnson, Georee, Norton, 
Pet Sept 28 Ord Sept 28 
Casqoase, Ra iy A Feancis, Weston, Farmer 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 
eda tt... pees Market Gardener Bristel 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 27 


Wao, Exiyau, be Carpenter Stourbridge 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 26 ” 


Agent Se 


Wuirtsep, Waa - Portland pl High © 


Pet June 19 Ont Sas 

Wiirams, Ricaarp, esda, Quarry Labourer 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 

Witsoy, Arraur Howpex, Halifax, Manager 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 23 








All letters intended for publication im 


‘* Solicitors’ Journal” must be @ zy, 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 


Journal with regularity, i is rerun 
application be made divest to the Pub 





K tee 8 COLLEGE, LONDO} 


ELOCUTION. 
Evenixe Crasses 1x Pusric Reapine anp Sp 
The Introductory Lectures next Wednesday, at 6 


.m., are FREE. ie Private Lessons, address Rev, G, 


‘ayLok, M.A., LL.B., Lecturer. 





ADMITTED SOLICITOR wants 
snemmnent as apa emg d Clerk (3 y come 

with a Ri! : 

oni a eet w. i. 20, 





Aor 


er er 
Ld ongly EEDINGS,” Care 0 


CITY SOLICITOR offers tempom 
1 com) 
permanent) cuteynent, 





(fom: to be La INN.—Furnished Room on 





EDE AND SON, 


RoBE fel 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
So Se Moot, ne aot eee 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


and Gowns for 


Law Wi Registrars, 
erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


Spa oC a a 


aude 


Naini tia Cara asia Ia 





eres | OGY EYE TEE | 





